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Dear Mr. Silbor, 

It is necessary t respond to your latter of 9/9 with oaddor. 1 do, 
with tha reservation that what i aay is ia oonfldeuoa. -<hen the time for melting 

it publio arrives, 1 will do ao *a I believe 1 should, if I do. 

The reoord of the Guardian on the Kennedy essassinetlon is st best 
. n - VI- *— 4 1 it r, T rav it is nc* eorruut sa that of the com erclel press, I 

™o“ 444 l irote to th. Gu.Mlen 1. »> !»« „ 

before there wee any boot on the assaaaination. Contrary to whet he wc > lid H - 

b- lieved end whet be pretends, fork’s was neither the first nor close to it. I 

wrote the Guardian, ^plaining that I was without funds, S^tf 

through mere than 0 hundr©* publisher, gone into aebfc to bring out u pi ivate 
Slntfg. I hai earlier tufe.d out e limited edition when ther= wee ° f 

plagiarism in France end a clear info ence that the /ranch oomittee had inter- 
£2l to block publication, through Sartre, incredible as It n*y se.m. “a ■ 

answered and cf my letters, nor did Oellimard. the publisher ( ^i5 volition ^ 
thir- was =0 heirv that the French Embassy, on the q.t. - eaa their volition 
supplied me with free counsel. Their lawyer aid that »hrt tn-d happened was 
r-ureoehenable but not actionable under French lew. Perhaps this mitoe little 
sense^toyou, but it ee,ma like it is the first of - rk*s underhand things to 
♦' — — m 1 As Thsrc w© *’© other things in A reno8f like tih© 

publisher who muft by then hav^ alraady cotjtreeted his book cabling £or an 

Since than ^rk hss been stalling like mad. tfuite literelly, and not 
alone from me. x bie does not moke him as unique ee one might hope, but them, 
makes pretenees others eschew, 

kas ,it/ 9 e M 

fi4t Vin ?ty or^lt anywhere. Mark cannot acknowledge theee things 
end mainteln’the pose of being the guy fho did everything end by the graa 
depth of his good will tolerotee ell the lute-ocming interlopers. 

The truah. sa only an i .timate knowledge of the field cen show, le that 
be hssbrousht less to light then elmoet anyone. His is remarkably inaccurate 
fifing S b^t tit can be said for it i* that he act. like a poll e-court 
lawyer? The difference is that in a book there Is no adversary on the other eld . 

r^d^i'.tv^c sfU-. *1* -*» 
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tom me aa constructive suggestions - 14 a ingle -a paced p'ges. McGraw-Hill’s 
editor, unaolicitedly f told me he considered the me unpublishable. Rather than 
the representation he gives of Norton, I refused to do what Norton asked because 
it went too far the other way* - the way ^arKaeys they are afraid to go. They, in 
effect, asked me to charge the government with conspiracy. In short, the entire 
underpinning of what could hove been an important end much-no d6d com entary 
on how the press failed our society when its freedom rnd careful attention was 
required emerges in a work that is so dishonest it will, unless co rected, be 
en historical defense of the cfcrrupt press. The same is true of radio and TV. 

Mark personalizes the whole things, to make it 6eem that he alone 1 which is 
*hat ell the ads say) did everything, and the campaign was egeinst'him ■ lone, 
fle had nothing fo do* with the "^etromedia "Minority Report", except to walk in 
jpn someone else sic ape. His complaint agairst ^OR is scrupulously dishonest, 
r^e die people, regardless of their beliefs, get to a ot end hate e phoney, **ark 
hes a way of co ing through this wny to the shrewder. The truth is not whet he 
soys, because they gave e single show If, hours of prime, non-commercial time. 

I knoi/ because it wee my show. I evi9oereted ^ouis Nizar and so b- shed STtwirarx 
Charles *<obertc he rever again risked a confrontation, hen I hnd eo slaughtered 
the -’omi'il aflicn T a defenders, on the taping 770 R doubted the agroed-tr two hours end 
then, after advertising (expensively) repeated the same four hours three times. 

I can file a plagiarism suit on both books nny time I went. It ie not 
even skillful thievery. More, I tnvo him or. t*ps saying it is perfectly all right 
to steal and uce another’s literary property. 

The Guardian never responded to my initial request fbr help, never 
responde to my request that they advertise the book and keep the bookstore’s 
profit on sales, etc. They notrer roviwndfl my flrrt book until Sally sent her 
father e copy and he did one, months later. Injteed of reviewing any on my ether 
books, the only one3, ercept to e degree, for b’ylvie Metgber’s, to bring en y new 
fuct to light, psrticulalrly the ono I di d on Hqw Orleans, wi th a remarkably 
fine foreword by Garrison, you waited until months later tnd then did an 
interview with Mark than makes *t it seem that all tho stuff was his. Then a 
review of Citizne's Diasent"thst compliins tfcc writers heve not put tho 
subject in o proper contygrt! Guardian readers ere unaware of this only befeuae 
of the Guardian e pertilaity and abdication t. The eibtitle of my Second book is 
"The x'BI-3sqxet r 'jervice v ^oveiup M . That of tt© third bock, "Case f>r Conspiracy 
with the CIA" , Bays and proves what was being covered up. 

i 

Garrison z stuff on this comes from me srd my writing, aa I will, if there 

ia ever eny useful purpose to be served, toll you in detail, beginning with his 

NBC stuff a year ego J u ne. It is from my unpuhdiched "Tiger To Ride", which I 

outlined to him tecouae he oould not put bin own cnee in perspective. I was the 

first writer to ap* ear before the Grand Jury (4/28/67). I delayed this appearance 
that I might get my own 200,000 ms in the moil before ever meeting him, thus 
preserving hi a integrity and mine. Ilia more recant speeches come from the intro- 
duction to my fourth book, "Photographic hitewaeh", rerticularly the one in Los 
Angeles in %vember 1967. was decent enough to invito me to bear it as hie guest 
( I was working in 3?) ae his way of acknowledging. These, quite obviously, are 
t Inga I cannot and will not &uy in public, but they are the realities of work x 
in this rere field where so much is characterized by tbe most proficient incompe- 
tence, eo much of the real work done by the unknovms. None, incidently, ere men- 
tioned by Mark, who says a few nice things about those who are not his competitors. 

I hsvo just rotu. ned from .voehingtoD ar. ?' wont to get this n ff before 
I return to work, so it is perhaps less comprehensible that I hope. I try end till 
you what you have done in edopting Mark at his own terms, es the only one when 
he is, in fact, the greatest vulnerability to our aide. If you recall the Apolo- 
getic writings, you will recall that they all focua on him. Not one f for example, 



AP, CBS, Sparrow, Welz, floberts, et’., ev a allege against my work what 'hey 
aey about bla and Epstein's. The reason Is du 0 l: doctrinal difference an! fnctual 
accuracy. At some point the powerful forces will be rbla to force an ac'onnting. 
end when thny do, oh, boy, what they con do to ua - through Mabkl Those who reed 
his books, who got their beliefs from aim, have no inkling of this. As 1 eaid, thix 
the most Intimate knowledge of the field In required, ry few have it. 

This la part of what bugged me in my letter to Steiner. I think thet 
while he end the Guardian had every reoeormto trust Mark, that does not excuse 
the characters of the reviews and Interviews and the editorial decisions, which 
hove the dishonest effect of making your readers believe thet the one prominent 
name tbot really brought nothing saentiel to light and has done absolutely 
nothing on the case since is the whtle crusade, htaat reeding (end need I aay 
buying? ) ft i3 work puts them hona. 

lies, i think you should know ho *' I feol tr fore wo consider any 
business relationship. I think tho Guardian has abused me and in so doing 
h«r abused the: trust of its readero ond ito stated jrlnciploa. I think tho 
Guardian has demonstrated a bias end partisanship thet make me wonder. You 
hove already taken e very firm position. 1 ccn ot but wonder whnt you would 
do kith work requiring advertising end promotion not by the gd you iiuve celled 
"darling", one alone. 

I hardly know what to say cbout those bo-ks I (Java in rough draft. 
Clncldently, I have nnver had time to publish anything but a rough dreft. I am 
trying tc at.!® bocke ao topical ns .wgaiine articles, and I can do a solid book 
foster then any major nogazine cen turn out sn article. N 0 t only can-h-ova. ) If 
you would like to react them, fine, then, perhaps, f.s can talk. Tliia brings up 
tho prcblam ol tav few copiee I have, end the urgent need for keeping copies of 
everything out of °lg Brother's ranch. As of this mctnnt, 1 hsvs no copy tc 
spare of either. They are scattered among those working in tba field, by whioh 
1 mean these quietly doing what Mark has failed to do, real work, so they can 
learn what x know, thet 1 b on paper, fad a few publishers and publications. If 
this letter doesn t turn you off, porhapa the Guardian can giv -3 you a few days 
to come down here'snd read them end other thinge -I’ve got perhaps 3-4,000 
pages of the once-secret documents that I hnvo rensneked; not* all of ;fcich i’o 
vet in manuscripts. We can supply accomcdstions. We are but an hour from either 
•Baltimore or Washington and could meet you either place. 

There is the additional possibility of your distributing what I have 
already published. ->e have been giving wholesalers a 5Qt discount. Three of the 
book? sell for 44.95. One is etill entirely fresh, though more than e yt-sr old, 
thanks, in port, to Guardian suppression end in part to the rather etyong end * 
success ful ef lorte made against it. It desl6 with the nup^resaad I'hcjro graphic 
evidence and names names in attributing motive. 

Bocnuaa I hove in the past gone to much trouble and for a man who is 
$35,000 in debt from th? wortajj meeningful expense, ir/sendiag £15.00 worth of 
hooka to the Guardian special handling ond special d^libaary, I will not give 
you any more free oopies. You got thorn ell end never used one. A idn from every- 
thing else, how you could have failed tc use the first words Jim Garriaen 
overwrote on the subject, entirely escapes me. I would just feeFhad^if I did, 
end l hope you sen understand this. 1 t is not that I em abort on copiee, I have 
plenty of all the bo^ ks. I just resent very much tho to-ne dishonrsty of the 
Guerdlen on this subject, I will not use a more polite deei^pietion to curry 
your favor, end I will not do whet I think would destroy my self respect. Besides, 
an a ft «r- thought: phone around to the bookstores and try end buy them cud you’ll 
ees whet reel suppression is. 



A# I said 8 bovQ , I am more than $35,000 Id debt from the work 
I have been doffs and for which j ou have fcaen so thoughtfully feren giving 
others credit, 1 have had no incooae since the assassination. Therefore, these 
manuscripts must help r^payktheir coat. Can your publishing enterprise, if it 
every get a going, offer me any assurances alone these lines? Without that, I 
Juat cannot deal with you on them. 

If you ..ant a dispassionate appraisal of this work, why not phone 
v i nee Selsodria, a ^liilsdelphian 1 presume is £nown to your paper, *e hco 
h atily eonnned both of them, recently, is a lawyer and can counsel you 
in o-her ?<©ya that interest a publisher. This I suggest as an alternative to 
your coming Lb re and re ing them, nd tb->t, I recognize, is very unusual and 
most unlikely. 

There remains still another possibility. There era seme hooks I would 
like to do in teste and can, hat I would like to do i3 turn out o rough draft 
that I would then road for accuracy and forget about it so I c an go cn to other 
work, Ono of these x hive partly don6 for another purpose and you can noon 
reed that. The other would be a boolf on -Edward J, -Epstfcin and his ’’work”, 
particularly h^e current ofct ck on ^arrieen. Hin Worker piece is ebout to 
come out as a iking book. If we have o change to discuss this, I think it could 
in niehy Treys her an auspicious first for your publishing enterprise, for with 
a book on exectlblr'the opposite side you could demand equal time on every outlet 
that sirs him. I^think this book is calculated fbr heavy exposure, 77ith a little 
help from severe! others in the field t&o have had personal experiences with him 
I have not, 1 could t rn out a more definitive work, Entirely alone, in leer than 
two weeks from the beginning, if uy vdfe-byyist holds up, I can give you a 
documented ful3 -length book with an exciting appendix of the suppressed Mew 
°rleans evidence thet i* properly part of any took appraising Garridsn, e 
roall should talk shout this, I can also eli:>w you hex/ to have this cock on scle 
0 month fr cn the time I atart writing it. It ie not at all impossible, *‘rom tbs 
day I wrote the introduction until the day 1 got the first ICO off the bindery, 
photographic vhitewasir was 2G days only I 

?rti8t I am saying is that I think I can shew you how to add a trpical 
dimension to your projected bocks, ho ? to .\eop their coat down, ate. I think I 
tfon show you how to reduce your investment, capital requirements, etc,, and 
increase yo«r profite, on topical subjects. That else does the world and the 
reading public require today? 

I could do another v^rj fust and fairly definitive book ou Ocwald uu 
a government agent and whit relates to it, a tool: that could bo rosl exciting 
and entirely new in its content, a new dimension in the field, really. You can, 
if you desire, see the rew met.Prisl, and 1 think you can got cn idea from that. 
It* may, historically, be tho moat shocking book of all if you con see it the 
way I do. 



I think we should talk, I am too broke to go to w or York, alight 
tbc cost is, end 1 could not. possibly carry enough with me. Also, my now-reduced 
working do^ is about IB hour*, seven days a week. There is nu<Jh more work in 
this subject thar- the experienced writer can imagine, I will be in New York 
about 11/22. but as I look at time, that la too far in the future to have any 
meaning in this context. AHit plaaae believe me, the two boks * h 7* in mind can 
be quite exciting and with the ckctriDa the absence of whi :h Steiner conxpleined 
about. That, in fsot, tea been the doctrine of all my vriting. 

iu writing you, risking aa I do your judgment that I ami efcjvc kind 
of nut^ or an exotic ego. I have in mind letting you know excatl;, how I feel. It 
may turn you off. Sincerely, Harold Welsh erg 



